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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of claims 

Claims 1-23 are pending in this application per response to office action filed by 
Applicant on May 2, 2005. 

Drawings 

New corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in this 
application because screen shots are not allowed. The drawing must be in illustrated 
form. Applicant is advised to employ the services of a competent patent draftsperson 
outside the Office, as the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office no longer prepares new 
drawings. The corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The requirement for corrected drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on May 2, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Reed does not disclose or suggest all of the features 
recited by the Applicant's claim. That Reed is not directed to providing control over the 
information received by the consumer by authenticating data associated with websites 
so. that a link to a website is only displayed if the website data is authenticated. 
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In response the Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant and asserts that 
Reed has all the features of the Applicant's claim and that Reed is directed to providing 
control over the information received by the consumer by authenticating data associated 
with websites so that a link to a website is only displayed if the website data is 
authenticated (fig. 32A, B and C; col. 19, lines 1-24; col. 49, lines 50-67; col. 50, lines 1- 
25; col. 109, lines 15-55; col. 149, lines 34-39). Applicant should further note that in a 
secure website such as that of Reed or any other one for that matter, a link to the web 
site will only be available or displayed if the consumer or the consumer's data is 
authenticated. Either that the consumer is taking directly to the website or a link is 
provided to enable access to the website. In either case it is a very common occurrence 
on the web. 

Applicant further argues that while Reed does describe encryption and 
authentication using public keys, private keys and digital signatures, encryption is used 
for secure transmission of messages. Reed's authentication service objects are used for 
"creating secure communications channel between provider and consumer."... not for 
determining whether a website link should be displayed. 

In response to Applicant's argument, the Examiner respectfully disagrees with 
the Applicant's characterization of Reed's authentication. While Reeds authentication 
service object are used for creating secure communication between provider and 
consumer, it is also used to authenticate any other service object. Col 107, lines 60-65. 
Applicant should also note that it is only when the consumer data is authenticated can a 
link to the website may be made available to the consumer, col. 97, lines 46-67; col. 98, 
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lines 1-47 . Furthermore, It should be noted that the fact that Applicant uses 
authentication for a different purpose as claimed does not alter the conclusion that its 
use in the prior art device would be prima facie obvious from the purpose disclosed in 
the references. In re Lintner, 173 USPQ 560. 

As regards to claim 1 1 , Applicant argues that neither Reed nor McFadzean 
discloses or suggest at least "an authentication module which verifies the authenticity of 
data against said signature and provides an indication of whether said data is 
authentic... 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagree with Applicant and assert that 
Reed discloses "an authentication module which verifies the authenticity of data against 
said signature and provides an indication of whether said data is authentic... as shown 
in the rejection of claim 7, 11 and 12 below (col. 109, lines 18-31, 40-50). 

As regards to claim 14-18, Applicants argues that neither Reed nor Fransdonk 
alone or in combination discloses or suggest at least "limiting access to said web site by 
performing acts which include: generate signature for one or more of the web sites on 
said list using a key; and restricting access to said key... 

In response, examiner respectfully disagree with the Applicant and assert that 
Reed also discloses all the limitations of claim 13 as recited and as rejected below. 
Please see rejection of claim 13 below. 

As regards to claims 21-22, Applicant argues that neither Reed nor Perkowski 
discloses or suggest at least "accessing a list which includes a plurality of web sites, 
each of the web site having a corresponding signature... 
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In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). Please see rejection of claim 21 below. 

As regards to claim 23, Applicant argues that it is allowable because it depends 
on allowable claim 21. 

In response, Examiner asserts that neither claim 21 nor claim 23 is allowable for 
the reasons given above. 

For the reasons given above, claims 1-23 stand rejected as shown below: 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



Claims 1-10, 12-13 and 19-20 , are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Reed et al U.S. Patent 6,088,717. 
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1 . As per claim 1 and 6, 7 , Reed et al discloses a method of facilitating commerce 
over a communications network comprising: 

generating data indicative of a web site (figs. 2, 19 and 20; col. 14, lines 61-67+); 
generating a signature of said data using a private key (fig. 32B; col. 109, 
lines18-30); 

providing said data and said signature to a plurality of computing devices (fig. 
32C; col. 109, lines 25-31, 33-40); 

providing to said plurality of computing devices a public key corresponding to 
said private key(col. 109, lines 25-31 ); and 

providing to said plurality of computing devices a set of computer-executable 
instructions which performs acts comprising: 

determining the authenticity of said data against said signature (col. 109, lines 
40-50); and 

displaying a link to said web site upon a determination that said data is authentic 
(col. 109, lines 55-57; col. 149, lines 35-39; col. 154, lines 37-40). 

2. As per claim 2 and 8 , Reed et al further discloses the method of facilitating 
commerce, wherein said web site vends a content item, and wherein said computer- 
executable instructions perform acts further comprising rendering said content item (see 
figs. 20, 30 and 34; col. 114, lines 65+; col. 115, lines 1-10, 15-25). 
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3. As per claim 3 , Reed et al further discloses the method of facilitating commerce, 
wherein the act of providing said public key comprises including said public key in-line in 
said computer-executable instructions (see figs. 33A and 33B; col. 51 , lines 20-25, 45- 
55). 

4. As per claim 4 , Reed et al further discloses the method of facilitating commerce, 
further comprising the act of restricting access to said private key (col. 51, lines 34-40). 

5. As per claim 5 , Reed et al further discloses the method of facilitating commerce, 
wherein the act of providing said computer-executable instructions comprises 
downloading said computer-executable instructions to said plurality of computing 
devices using a computer network (col. 61, lines 33-37; col. 77, lines 22-35, 50-59). 

6. As per claim 9 , Reed et al discloses the system, further comprising a 
module that navigates to the web site (figs. 21 , 26 and 47). 

7. As per claim 10 , Reed et al further discloses the system, wherein the signature 
comprises a hash of said data (col. 109, lines 23-28, 49-52). 

8. As per claim 12 , Reed et al further discloses the system, wherein said 
authentication module uses a public key to verify the authenticity of said signature, said 
signature being based on a private key corresponding to said public key (col. 109, lines 
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18-31,40-50). 

9. As per claim 13 , Reed et al discloses a method of providing access to web sites 
comprising: 

creating a list of web sites (fig. 1 and 30; col. 3, lines 65+; col. 4, lines 4, lines 29- 
36); providing, to a plurality of computing devices, computer-executable instructions 
which access said web sites (fig. 1; col. 4, lines 29-36). Limiting access to said web 
sites by performing acts which include: 

generating signatures for one or more of the web sites on said list using a key 
(col. 51, lines 27-39); and 

restricting access to said key (col. 51, lines 34-36); wherein said computer- 
executable instructions include instructions which authenticate said signatures and 
which deny access to a web site on said list whose signature fails to authenticate(col. 
109, lines 52-57). 

10. As per claim 19 , Reed further disclose the method, further comprising 
establishing a contract with owners of said web sites (fig. 18; col. 23, lines 3-15). 

11. As per claim 20 , Reed further discloses the method, wherein said key comprises 
a private key and wherein said computer-executable instructions use a public key 
corresponding to said private key to authenticate said signatures (col. 109, lines 18-31, 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 11, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reed et 
al U.S. Patent 6,088,717 in view of McFadzean et al, U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2001/037302. 

12. As per claim 11 , Reed et al failed to explicitly disclose the system, wherein said 
memory location comprises one or more registry keys. 

McFadzean et al discloses the system, wherein said memory location comprises 
one or more registry keys (0018, 0019). 

Claims 14-18 , are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reed et al U.S. Patent 6,088,717 in view of Fransdonk U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2003/0165241. 
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1 3. As per claim 14 , Reed et al, failed to explicitly disclose the method wherein said 
web site distributes digital content items renderable by said computing devices. 

Fransdonk discloses the method wherein said web site distributes digital content 
items renderable by said computing devices (fig. 1, 0009, 0022). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Reed et al and incorporate the system 
wherein the web site distributes a content item as taught by Fransdonk in order to make 
distribution economically viable. 

14. As per claim 15 , Reed et al failed to explicitly disclose the method, wherein said 
digital content items comprises text. 

Fransdonk discloses the method, wherein said digital content items comprises 
text (0064). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Reed et al and incorporate the system 
wherein product distributed include text as taught by Fransdonk in order to ensure that 
all applicable data format is available for download. 

15. As per claim 16 , Reed et failed to explicitly disclose the method, wherein said 
digital content items comprises audio. 

Fransdonk discloses the method, wherein said digital content items comprises 
audio (0013, 0064). 
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Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Reed et al and incorporate the system 
wherein product distributed include text as taught by Fransdonk in order to ensure that 
all applicable data format is available for download. 

16. As per claim 17 , Reed et al failed to explicitly disclose the method, wherein said 
digital content items comprises video. 

Fransdonk discloses the method, wherein said digital content items comprises 
video (0009, 0013, 0064). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Reed et al and incorporate the system 
wherein product distributed include text as taught by Fransdonk in order to ensure that 
all applicable data format is available for download. 

17. As per claim 18 , Reed et al further discloses the method, wherein said digital 
content items comprises software. 

Fransdonk discloses the method, wherein said digital content items comprises 
software (0064). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Reed et al and incorporate the system 
wherein product distributed include text as taught by Fransdonk in order to ensure that 
all applicable data format is available for download. 
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Claims 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Perkowski U.S. Patent 6,064,979 in view of Reed et al U.S. Patent 6,088,717. 

18. As per claim 21 , Perkowski discloses a computer memory which stores a data 
structure produced by acts comprising: 

accessing a list which includes a plurality of web sites each of said web sites 
having a corresponding signature (fig. 2A1, col. 6, lines 26-47, col. 3, lines 44-54); 
Perkowski however failed to disclose determining the authenticity of each web site on 
said list against its corresponding signature; including in said data structure a first set of 
said web sites which are determined to be authentic against their respective signatures; 
and excluding from said data structure a second set of said web sites which fail to 
authenticate against their respective signatures. 

Reed et al discloses determining the authenticity of each web site on said list 
against its corresponding signature; including in said data structure a first set of said 
web sites which are determined to be authentic against their respective signatures; and 
excluding from said data structure a second set of said web sites which fail to 
authenticate against their respective signatures (col. 36, lines 42-52; col. 109, lines 40- 
50, 55-57; col. 149, lines 35-39; col. 154, lines 37-40). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Perkowski and incorporate the system 
capable of determining the authenticity of each web site against corresponding 
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signature... as taught by Reed et al in order further protect the associated contents 
upon access. 

19. As per claim 22 , Perkowski further discloses the data structure, wherein said 
data structure includes a universal record locator for each web site in said first set (fig. 
2A1; col. 3, lines 45-54) 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perkowski U.S. Patent 6,064,979 in view of Reed et al U.S. Patent 6,088,717 
as applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of McFadzean et al U.S. Patent 
Application Publication 2001/0037302. 

20. As per claim 23 , both Perkowski and Reed et al failed to explicitly disclose the 
data structure, wherein said accessing act comprises accessing a set of registry keys. 

McFadzean et al discloses the data structure, wherein said accessing act 
comprises accessing a set of registry keys (0018, 0019). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Perkowski and incorporate the system 
wherein said accessing act comprises accessing a set of registry keys as taught by 
McFadzean et al in order further ensure reliability. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art ad are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of 
the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the examiner. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles C. Agwumezie whose number is (571) 272- 
6838. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on (571) 272 - 6712. The fax phone 
number for the organization where the application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 
305-7687. [Official communications; including After Final communications labeled "Box 
AF"]. (703) 308-1396 [Informal/Draft communications, labeled "PROPOSED" or 
"DRAFT"]. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-91 97 (toll free). 



3CC 

July 7, 2005 




